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Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 August 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/4/06 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Robles in view of Steer in further view of Dombkowski. 

Referring to claim 1, Robles discloses a system for interleaving MPEG video data 
with data comprising: a MPEG video source that produces a MPEG video data stream 
at a clock rate determined by said MPEG video source (column 15, lines 45-49; figure 
15), wherein said MPEG video data stream is comprised of MPEG video data packets 
and null data packets (figure 16A); a media access control device that receives said 
MPEG video data stream, replaces each of said null data packets with a data frame to 
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produce an interleaved MPEG data stream, and transmits said interleaved MPEG data 
stream (column 16, lines 14-21) at said clock rate determined by said MPEG video 
source (column 2, lines 43-47; Note: preventing the system from reducing the data rate 
is interpreted as being equivalent to transmitting at the same data rate as it is received). 

Robles does not disclose a system where DOCSIS data is interleaved into an 
MPEG stream. 

Steer discloses a system where DOCSIS data is interleaved into an MPEG 
stream (column 10, lines 2-4). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the system disclosed by Robles to interleave DOCSIS data into an MPEG 
stream as taught by Steer. The motivation would have been that the data being 
interleaved into the MPEG data stream is IP data, which would be used in DOCSIS 
transmissions. Also adding the features taught by Steer would allow the system to 
interrupt certain packets that weren't time sensitive to allow for time sensitive packets to 
be sent first (Steer: column 2, lines 17-24). 

Robles and Steer do not disclose a system wherein the DOCSIS data contains a 
DOCSIS program ID. 

Dombkowski discloses a system wherein the DOCSIS data contains a DOCSIS 
program ID (page 2, paragraph 27, lines 12-14). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the DOCSIS PID taught by Dombkowski in the system disclosed by 
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Robles and Steer. The motivation would have been to enable the system to specify the 
type of packet contained (page 2, paragraph 27, lines 14-18). 

Referring to claim 2, Robles discloses a system of claim 1, further comprising a 
downstream modulator that receives said interleaved data stream (column 17, lines 28- 
34) at said clock rate determined by said MPEG video source (column 2, lines 43-47). 

Claims 4, 5, and 6 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 1. 
Claim 7 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 
Claim 9 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 
Claim 10 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 

Claims 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robles in view of Steer in view of Dombkowski as applied to claims 1, 6, and 7 above, 
and further in view of Hiroshima. 

Referring to claim 3, Robles, Steer, and Dombkowski do not disclose a system of 
claim 1, wherein said MPEG video source provides said MPEG video data stream at a 
clock rate less than 13.5 megabytes per second. 

Hiroshima discloses a system of claim 1 , wherein said MPEG video source 
provides said MPEG video data stream at a clock rate less than 13.5 megabytes per 
second (column 7, lines 40-44). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to transmit the data at 1 .536 Mbps as taught by Hiroshima in the system 
disclosed by Robles, Steer, and Dombkowski. The motivation to do this would have 
been to lower the data transfer rate to allow the data to be transmitted on low bandwidth 
systems. 

Claim 8 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 3. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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